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Limited availability in select areas. May not be available in your area. 
Call or go to att.com/internet to see if you qualify.

AT&T 
INTERNET 100

††

$45
/mo*

For 12 mos, plus taxes & equip. fee. $10/mo equip. fee applies. 
Limited availability in select areas. *Price after $5/mo 

Autopay & Paperless bill discount (w/in 2 bills).

Based on wired connection to gateway.

888-486-0359
IV Support Holdings

Contact your local DIRECTV dealer

INTERNET OFFER: Subj. to change and may be discontinued at any time. Price for Internet 100 for new residential customers & is after $5/mo. autopay & paperless bill discount. Pricing for first 12 months only. After 12 mos., then prevailing rate applies. Autopay & Paperless Bill 

Discount: Discount off the monthly rate when account is active & enrolled in both. Pay full plan cost until discount starts w/in 2 bill cycles. Must maintain autopay/paperless bill and valid email address to continue discount. Additional Fees & Taxes: AT&T one-time transactional fees, $10/mo. 

equipment fee, and monthly cost recovery surcharges which are not government-required may apply, as well as taxes. See www.att.com/fees for details. Installation: $99 installation for full tech install, plus tax where applicable. Credit restrictions apply. Pricing subject to change. Subj. to Internet 

Terms of Service at att.com/internet-terms. ^AT&T Smart Wi-Fi requires installation of a BGW210, 5268AC, or NVG599 Wi-Fi Gateway. Standard with Internet plans (12M or higher). Whole home Wi-Fi connectivity may require AT&T Smart Wi-Fi Extender(s) sold separately. ††Internet speed claims 

represent maximum network service capability speeds and based on wired connection to gateway. Actual customer speeds are not guaranteed and may vary based on several factors. For more information, go to www.att.com/speed101.

©2021 DIRECTV. DIRECTV and all other DIRECTV marks are trademarks of DIRECTV, LLC. AT&T and Globe logo are trademarks of AT&T Intellectual Property.

FEEL THE SPEED, 

EVEN AT PEAK TIMES.
No annual contract. 

Get strong, fast Wi-Fi to work and 

play throughout your home.^

Power multiple devices at once—

everyone can enjoy their own screen.
Number of devices depends on screen size/resolution.

Over 99% reliability.
Excludes DSL. Based on network availability.

1-855-839-0752
MKT-P0108

© 2020 Inogen, Inc. 

All rights reserved.

Call Inogen Today To 
Request Your FREE Info Kit

One solution for oxygen at home, away, and for travel
Introducing the INOGEN ONE – It’s oxygen therapy on your terms

No more tanks to refi ll. No more deliveries. No more hassles with travel. 

The INOGEN ONE portable oxygen concentrator is designed to provide 

unparalleled freedom for oxygen therapy users. It’s small, lightweight, 

clinically proven for stationary and portable use, during the day and at night, 

and can go virtually anywhere — even on most airlines. 

Inogen accepts Medicare and many private insurances!

Reclaim Your Freedom And 
Independence NOW!

Promo Code: 285

FINANCING THAT FITS YOUR BUDGET!
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1Subject to credit approval. Call for details.
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EXCLUSIVE LIMITED TIME OFFER!

TO THE FIRST 50 
CALLERS ONLY!**

SENIORS & 
MILITARY!

YOUR ENTIRE
PURCHASE*

&

+5

1015%

%

%
OFF

OFF

OFF

LIFETIME
WARRANTY

WE INSTALL
YEAR-ROUND!

BACKED BY A YEAR-ROUND

CLOG-FREE GUARANTEE

For those who qualify. One coupon per household. No obligation estimate valid for 1 year.  *Off er valid at time of estimate only  2The leading consumer reporting agency 
conducted a 16 month outdoor test of gutter guards in 2010 and recognized LeafFilter as the “#1 rated professionally installed gutter guard system in America.” Manufac-
tured in Plainwell, Michigan and processed at LMT Mercer Group in Ohio. See Representative for full warranty details. CSLB# 1035795  DOPL #10783658-5501  License# 
7656  License# 50145  License# 41354  License# 99338  License# 128344  License# 218294  WA UBI# 603 233 977  License# 2102212986  License# 2106212946  License# 
2705132153A  License# LEAFFNW822JZ  License# WV056912  License# WC-29998-H17  Nassau HIC License# H01067000  Registration# 176447  Registration# HIC.0649905  
Registration# C127229  Registration# C127230 Registration# 366920918 Registration# PC6475  Registration# IR731804  Registration# 13VH09953900  Registration# 
PA069383  Suff olk HIC  License# 52229-H  License# 2705169445 License# 262000022 License# 262000403  License# 0086990  Registration# H-19114

1-855-536-8838
CALL US TODAY FOR
A FREE ESTIMATE

Mon-Thurs: 8am-11pm, Fri-Sat: 8am-5pm, Sun: 2pm-8pm EST

Add detergent once and skip refills for

20 loads* with the Load & Go™ dispenser

on select Whirlpool® washers.

*Based on an 8-lb load. ®/™ © 2020 Whirlpool. All rights reserved. Printed in the U.S.A. D200134XX

Skip steps on 

laundry day

2036 Main St., Baker City • 541-523-6284 • ccb# 219615

Rachel Pregnancy Center
 2192 Court Avenue, Baker City • 541-523-5357

Services Provided:

Free Pregnancy Tests
Referrals for Free Ultrasounds
Pregnancy Options Counseling
Adoption Referrals
Prenatal, Infant Care & Parenting Classes
Maternity & Baby Clothing
Post Abortion Recovery

A resource 
center for 
families

Open Tues -Thurs 

10 am - 5 pm 

(closed for lunch)

Helping women & men in an 

unplanned pregnancy.

All services free & confidential.

Helping women & men in an

unexpected pregnancy.
4

LOCAL & REGION

BY STEVEN MITCHELL
Blue Mountain Eagle

JOHN DAY — Groups that 
have long been at odds on for-
est management issues have 
reached a consensus on goals 
and desired conditions that will 
frame how the U.S. Forest Ser-
vice drafts land management 
plans on three national forests 
in Northeastern Oregon and 
Southeastern Washington.

At a meeting on Jan. 25, the 
access subcommittee of the 
Blue Mountains Intergovern-
mental Council — or BIC for 
short — submitted its final rule 
and desired conditions to the 
full council.

The Forest Service formed 
the BIC, made up of county 
officials, tribal members and 
other stakeholders from the 
Blue Mountain region, after 
the agency’s proposed 2018 
management plan revision 
fizzled in the face of intense 
public scrutiny.

The three national forests 
covered by the management 
plan — the Umatilla, Wal-
lowa-Whitman and Malheur 
— are collectively known as 
the Blue Mountain Forest and 
make up a third of Oregon’s na-
tional forest land.

Each forest has its individ-
ual resource and management 
plans, with desired conditions 
and goals spelled out. While 
the plans do not dictate proj-
ect-level decisions, the desired 
conditions will form a foun-
dation for the broader guide-
lines surrounding key issues 
such as forest access, elk secu-
rity, forest health and grazing 
when the Forest Service be-
gins the process of revising its 
management plan for the Blue 
Mountain Forest.

Craig Trulock, Malheur Na-
tional Forest supervisor, said he 
is not sure when the revision 
process would begin. However, 
he said a proposal has been for-
warded to U.S. Forest Service 
headquarters in Washington, 
D.C., to put a team together to 
begin drafting the revision.

From the beginning, Trulock 
said, the idea was to seek com-
promise and solutions on as 
many issues as possible.

“I think we made huge 
progress with the BIC on un-
derstanding each other,” Tru-
lock said.

The Forest Service’s 2018 
management plan revision, 
which was drafted before Tru-
lock was named Malheur’s 
supervisor, received intense 
backlash. The plan called for 
an increase in thinning dry up-
land forests to improve wild-
fire resilience while doubling 
the current timber harvest and 
designating 70,500 acres of new 
wilderness.

The Eastern Oregon Coun-
ties Association, to which 
Baker and Grant counties be-
long, listed eight main objec-

tions, including economics; 
access; management area desig-
nation; pace and scale of resto-
ration; grazing; fire and salvage 
logging; coordination between 
agencies; and wildlife.

The counties argued the 
agency’s plan would close 
roads and limit livestock 
grazing while failing to thin 
enough of the woods to boost 
timber jobs or lower the risk 
of large wildfires.

The BIC subcommittee re-
vised the list of conditions 
pertaining to a number of key 
issues, including access, elk se-
curity, wilderness and other 
set-asides.

Forest access
In its final draft document 

of desired conditions, the BIC’s 
access subcommittee wrote for-
est access was the most conten-
tious topic during the 2018 for-
est plan revision process.

Committee member Bill 
Harvey said the forest roads 
have been used by people in 
rural areas for 75 to 80 years.

Harvey, chairman of the 
Baker County Board of Com-
missioners, said people have 
lived, worked and played in 
the Blue Mountains their 
whole lives.

“Why, in God’s name,” Har-
vey said, “would we want to 
take that right away?”

Public use
The group writes that the 

public desires to be well in-
formed on forest access. It 
wants the agency to provide an 
up-to-date and comprehensive 
inventory of all forest roads 
and the status of those roads.

This was an important de-
sired condition for subcom-
mittee member Mark Owens, 
a state representative from 
Crane, who told the Blue 
Mountain Eagle last year that 
he understands certain ar-
eas have wilderness or wild-
life designations restricting 
motorized vehicle access. 
But he wanted to learn what 
roads are open and what 
roads are closed and why they 
are closed.

He said he wanted to see 
which roads were closed 
through the National Environ-
mental Policy Act and which 
roads were closed by the For-
est Service administratively.

“If they’re closed through 
NEPA, we really can’t get 
it back open unless we go 
through NEPA, but if you’re 
closed administratively, then 
those are open for a conversa-
tion on the subject,” he said.

According to the final doc-
ument, “use restriction of a 
road previously reviewed and 
approved through the NEPA 
process should be clearly 
and effectively posted for the 
public and reflected on up-
dated maps.”

Elk security
The group writes that forest 

road and trail system use, den-
sity and habitat conditions may 
have some negative effects on 
wildlife in general and specifi-
cally on elk distribution.

The desired condition is that 
habitat is managed to provide 
a balance of adequate nutri-
tional resources, cover, and 
human disturbance regimes 
so we encourage elk to remain 
on public lands. Collabora-
tion and coordination occur 
that benefits these desired fu-
ture conditions by addressing 
the many other factors such as 
predation, hunting, and private 
land practices that also effect 
elk distribution while provid-
ing year-round recreational 
and cultural opportunities and 
limiting agricultural damage 
on private lands.

User-created routes
The desired condition is to 

establish objective criteria for 
user-created routes, such as 
evaluating historical maps and 
aerial imagery to determine if 
the agency should include the 
forest system.

The routes would be evalu-
ated and analyzed at the project 
level for social, cultural, histor-
ical, economic, habitat and en-
vironmental concerns while, at 
a minimum, seeking to ensure 
access in the general area.

The evaluation would co-
ordinate with local and tribal 
governments with ample pub-
lic notice and involvement 
through the NEPA process. As 

a result, the public and groups 
that frequent the routes would 
be well informed and allowed 
to comment on changes in 
management actions.

Wilderness, habitat and 
set-asides

Last year the subcommittee 
asked the Forest Service’s Dennis 
Dougherty, a recreation planner, 
Nick Goldstein, a regional plan-
ner, and Trulock about the pro-
cess of recommending set-asides 
within a forest plan.

Dougherty talked about the 
difficulties during the 2018 
plan revision. However, he told 
the group his biggest takeaway 
was complying and comport-
ing each component with the 
overarching forest plan.

Dougherty said it is import-
ant to remember the forest plan 
does not designate motorized 
usage on forest roads. Instead, 
those provisions come from the 
travel management plan.

He also told the group that 
some areas are statutorily des-
ignated. Also, he said, Con-
gress identifies certain set-
asides as well.

He explained a Forest Ser-
vice document, the “suitabili-
ty-rating table,” used during the 
last revision, which lists man-
agement areas, activities, land 
allocations and designations 
that the forest can use to make 
access and land-use recom-
mendations.

Dougherty said he recog-
nized the framework as cum-
bersome and complicated be-
cause of the plan amendments 

over the years. However, he 
said it is the Forest Service’s 
general approach to determin-
ing land uses.

The Forest Service’s Tom 
Montoya said these adminis-
trative recommendations go 
through a review process under 
the National Environmental 
Policy Act.

Trulock said the goal was 
to come to a collective under-
standing about the Forest Ser-
vice’s process: Even if there are 
no additional set-asides, they 
still have to go through the 
analysis to get to that point and 
make that recommendation.

The final draft of the de-
sired condition was to under-
stand that the forest service 
has to evaluate the suitability 
and eligibility through the 
forest planning process for 
future set-asides.

That said, the subcommittee 
does not see the need for any 
additions to set-asides.

Baker’s minority report
Harvey submitted a minority 

report disagreeing with the BIC 
access subcommittee’s final 
draft of the desired conditions 
document.

Harvey writes that spe-
cial interest groups, agencies, 
and tribes disregarded for-
est management principles 
the Eastern Oregon Coun-
ties Association compiled in 
a 2019 document throughout 
the subcommittee meetings. 
Meanwhile, Harvey noted that 
this let other counties make 
too many concessions.

Harvey writes that Baker 
County submitted several ed-
ited versions of desired condi-
tions, and the subcommittee 
offered “minimal regard” for 
the county’s input.

Local governments know 
their counties best, Harvey 
writes.

“And it’s ridiculous to be 
overridden by committee 
members that have no au-
thority or knowledge of what 
is best for the citizens of this 
county,” Harvey added.

Trulock said that the BIC’s 
charter allows for the submis-
sion of the minority report.

Ultimately, he said, the 
Forest Service would have to 
make decisions through the 
forest planning effort, which 
will include alternative drafts 
and a public comment pe-
riod.

Grant County Commis-
sioners Jim Hamsher and 
Sam Palmer, who both served 
on the BIC, said they knew 
there would need to be com-
promises.

“You’re never going to get 
everything you want,” Palmer 
said.

He said he was happy that 
all of the entities began work-
ing with each other early in 
the process, which, he said, 
did not happen in 2018.

“We brought all the agen-
cies up to the table at the 
front end instead of the back 
end,” Palmer said. “In two 
years we had a product when 
before they had one that got 
scrapped after 15 years.”

Stakeholders seek consensus for forest management
Local group submits goals for Blue 

Mountains forest management plans

Lisa Britton/Baker City Herald, File

A group comprising county officials and others recently submitted a list of goals for new management plans for the national forests in the Blue 
Mountains, including the Wallowa-Whitman, which manages most of the Elkhorn Mountains west of Baker City.

BY REBECCA BOONE
Associated Press

BOISE — A panel of Idaho 
lawmakers has advanced a bill 
that would make it a crime for 
Idaho businesses to require 
employees to get vaccinated 
against the coronavirus.

The federal government 
and companies employing 
health care workers would be 
exempt under the bill from 
Rep. Charlie Shepherd. But 
all other businesses would be 
barred from firing, segregat-
ing or otherwise treating un-
vaccinated workers differently 
than vaccinated employees.

The House Business Com-
mittee sent the bill to the full 
House with a “do pass” recom-
mendation on a party-line vote 
Tuesday afternoon, Feb. 15.

Shepherd, a Republican 
from Pollock, said the bill 
protects “individual liberty,” 
and that businesses could 
simply close their doors if the 
owners feel it is too dangerous 
to work with unvaccinated 
employees during the corona-
virus pandemic.

“All it says is at no time in 
the future are we going to al-
low a business to push their 
will on an individual worker,” 
Shepherd said.

The legislation would 
make it illegal for employers 
to “limit, segregate, or clas-
sify employees or applicants 
for employment in any way” 
that would hurt the employ-
ee’s status based on whether 
they are vaccinated against 
the coronavirus. If enacted, 
the law would remain in ef-
fect even if the coronavirus 
mutates into a more danger-
ous strain in the future.

Breaking the rules would 
be punishable by a misde-
meanor, with a fine not to 
exceed $1,000.

The legislation garnered 
praise from Republican 
Reps. Brent Crane and Ben 
Adams, both from Nampa, 
though they said the bill did 
not go as far as they would 
have hoped.

“You’re headed in the right 
direction,” Crane told Shep-
herd. “It’s a good start.”

Rep. Steve Berch, a Demo-
crat from Boise, asked Shep-
herd what would happen if 
a more deadly mutation of 
coronavirus occurs in the fu-
ture: “You would rather see 
a business shut its doors and 
put people out of work then 
to have them be protected by 
a vaccine and be able to con-
tinue working — am I under-
standing you correctly?”

Yes, Shepherd said.
“I would rather have that 

happen and give time for 
someone like myself to come 
back up here and rewrite the 

law that protects the individ-
ual to the best of their ability 
rather than trample on our 
constitutional rights,” Shep-
herd told the committee.

Democratic Rep. Brooke 
Green from Boise voted 
against the bill, saying the 
committee should work to 
empower businesses to make 
the choices they think are 
best, not put obstacles in 
their way.

“Quite frankly, I’m on 
the side of the business that 
wants to get their job done, 
who wants to look out for 

their best interest,” Green 
said. “This does the complete 
opposite. We owe it to busi-
nesses to give them the tools 
to do their jobs.”

Berch, who also voted 
against the bill, said it isn’t 
good public policy, especially 
since the virus that causes 
COVID-19 could easily mu-

tate again, creating an even 
greater public health risk.

“Individual freedom with-
out responsibility or account-
ability is anarchy,” Berch said. 
“We’re making a decision 
based on a reality, a current 
situation, which may not re-
flect a much more dire future 
reality.”

Bill banning business vaccine mandates advances in Idaho


